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ton-lane, about 28 years of age, who had
been in labour for several hours with her
second child, with strong, regular, and ex-
pulsive pains. On making an examination,
I found a large tumour-between the thighs,
which, on exposing the parts, I found
to be the perineum covering the child’s
head. The os externum would scarcely ad-
mit the 
-point of three fingers ; the hair of
the child’s head was just seen ; the ante-
rior part of the perineum was firm, thick,
and resisting. As the finger passed poste-
riorly, it became gradually thinner, until tha
sphincter ani, which was on the full stretch,
was as thin as writing-paper, and was on
the point of giving way. I made the nurse
keep up pressure on that part to prevent such
an accident. It was now very clear what
ought to be done ; and just as I was about
to make the incision, I observed what I
supposed to be a scar, and was told, on in-
quiry, that the late Dr. Walshman had been
obliged to divide the perineum for the de-
livery of her first child. I commenced the
incision at about an inch anterior to the
margin of the sphincter ani, and carried it
through the whole length of the perineum,
the anterior and resisting part of which was
about half an inch thick. A strong, healthy
male child was immediately expelled. There
was little haemorrhage ; the parts united by
the first intention, and the mother wa5 about 
again at the usual time.
Until the foregoing happened to myself,
I was very incredulous as to any case re-
quiring division of the perineum, having
had cases where delivery was retarded for
a long time, owing to tlio unyielding state
of the perineum and other soft parts, which
invariably have relaxed after waiting for
some hours, taking away a sufficient quan-
tity of blood, and using warm-water fomen.
tations, or, what is much better, desiring the
patient to sit over hot water. My reasons
for operating in this case were, that the
perineum would be more likely to unite by
the first intention from an incision made
with a scalpel than if the parts were lace-
rated, believing that the perineum very
rarely, if ever, unites after laceration, al-
though I am aware that it frequently eon-
tracts very much. My other reason was,
that there would have been the inevitable 
destruction of the sphincter ani, and the
woman, in all probability, made miserable
for life. The mucous membrane of the rec-
tum was slightly protruding, the anus being
longitudinally stretched to its utmost bounds,
and every practical obstetrician must have
been consulted in cases where, from lacera-
tion of the perineum, and its extension into
the sphincter ani, the patient has been
placed in a state which admits of little, if
any relief.
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To the Editor of THE LANCET.
"Nihil tam absurdum quod dictum
Sit ab aliquo philosophorum."&mdash;CICERO.
SIR:&mdash;As tiie system of prescribing minute
doses of medicines on the plan of Hahne-
mann appears to be adopted by persons of
consideration, a simple observation or two
may not be inconsistent with the objects of
your excellent publication, THE LANCET.
, If the usual doses of medicine be pre-
scribed,&mdash;say from 20 to 30 minims of liquid
laudanum,&mdash;for pain, without any alleria.
tioa, and a learned Hom&oelig;opatical physi-
cian be called in, who says, " This is wroug,
I shall order one minim, or the 48th part of
a minim, of tinct. opii." He does so, and
the patient becomes easier, nay, quite ire]
from pain. He ascribes, immediately, the
good he has done, to the small dose given.
Certainly he has done good ; the patient is
well; but to assert that the benefit receipt
was from the minute dose, would be most 
inconsistent, and it would be but arguing
dc lan&acirc; caprina, to enter on the subject. III
this case the opium was unnecessarily given,
and, like other medicines wrongly tdminis
tercd, do harm instead of good. I have,
during a course of many yeras’ practice, wit-
nessed numerous cases where severe medi-
cines have bpen iujudiciollsly prescribed,
and have cared my patients by adopting an
opposite treatment. Digitalis, henbane,and
mercury, especially tle latter, for instauce,
I have seen carried so far as to be pre-
scribed almost in every variety of disease,
and do a vast deal of harm. Those who
were acquainted with ths late Dr. Currey
and Mr. Abernethy, must hav e seen the fre-
quent use they made of it,&mdash;men highly
esteemed for their talents and education, yet
so wedded to their favourite medicine, mer-
cury, as to be induced to use it in aianost
every case. If we are to receive, for in-
stance, substantial benefit from the 1000th
part of a dose of any medicine, might wem’
as reasonably expect substantial strength
from 1000th part of what we usually take at a
meal? If the minute dose of opium be suffi-
cient to conquer pain, surely the same pro-
portion of food might as well be expected
to be sufficient to satisfy a hungry perana,
If a patient recovers from leaving eff all
medicine, or by adopting the Hom&oelig;opathic
system, which to me appears to be the same
thing, it shows that medicine was unneces-
sary ; but where would the patient be who
had a serious disease, one which was mak-
ing rapid strides on the constitution, ;.oa
which could only be subdued by proper
. medicines ? I believe it would soon be pretty
clear that he was fast hastening to that
" country from whose bourne no travelle
returns." I Mn, Sir, your o6eclient servant.
RLES ALDI
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